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official processing. This theory, in fact, would suggest a continually worsening problem unless intervention breaks the cycle.
Model 2
This model suggests that peer identification is the product of both poor attachment and strain, that peer identification and strain, in turn, tend to exacerbate the lack of attachment, and that they also have a reciprocal and interdependent relationship with crime. Again, the interdependence of key variables suggests a cyclical and worsening effect.
Model 3
Model 3 suggests that poor attachment leads to a decreased stake in conformity and that the latter, in turn, only makes the lack of attachment greater. But, in this instance, both contribute directly to crime rather than being mediated by strain and peer identification. The theory suggests, instead, that rather than preceding crime, strain and peer identification are precipitated by official processing. Further, as labeling theory would suggest, these relationships are interdependent and tend to make the problem worse.
CONCLUSIONS
What these models suggest is that existing theories of crime are primitive relative to a host of a specific and likely interdependent variables. The failure to rectify these problems is due, in part, to the horrendous complexity inherent in trying to explain crime and, in part, to poorly con-dered in the composite theory.
